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REMARKS/ARGUMENTS 

Claims 1 -23 are currently pending in this application. Claims 1, 10 and 12- 
13 have been finally rejected as anticipated by Park; claims 2-7, 9, 11, 14-17 and 19- 
22 have been finally rejected as obvious over Park in view of Ben-Yehezkel et al.; 
claims 8 and 18 have been finally rejected as obvious over Park in view of Ben- 
Yehezkel et al and Tsutsumi. These rejections and the finality thereof are 
respectfully traversed. 

All prior rejections were withdrawn and the final rejections are now all based 
on newly cited art. The prior amendment to the independent claims, 1 and 14, 
incorporated limitations inherent in the more specific dependent claims 13 and 19, 
respectively. Accordingly, the prior amendment should not have necessitated the 
new grounds for rejection, since the subject matter had been previously presented 
for examination. Accordingly, the Applicants respectfully request that the 
Examiner withdraw the finality status of the Office Action. 

Claim 1 defines: "A method for wireless mobile unit communication 
within a wireless network having geographic areas for preferred 
communication usage ..." The terms are unambiguously defined in the 
vernacular of the art as well as in the specification as follows: 
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[0041] ...The present invention provides a wireless radio access network 
having one or more networked base stations through which wireless service is 
provided for mobile units, i.e., mobile WTRUs, as they enter and/or 
travel through the respective areas of geographic coverage provided 
by the respective base stations. ... 

"Wireless mobile unit communication within a wireless network 11 means both mobile 

unit transmission and reception. 

Park does not disclose a method for "wireless mobile unit communication 
within a wireless network" as defined by the present specification and claims. 
In Park, the device 40 is a passive receiver; there is no "mobile unit communication" 
to a network base station. In Park are all broadcasts unidirectional directional and 
such transmitters would not be considered as "base stations" of a wireless network 
such as defined by claim 1. 

Similarly, the "areas of geographic coverage" and "preferred communication 
areas" defined by the claims, are areas where the mobile unit can communicate to 
the network base stations. Park neither suggests or discloses "providing the mobile 
unit with relative position data of at least one preferred communication area" or 
"displaying the relative position data of said at least one preferred communication 
area" as defined by claim 1, since there is no area in which the passive receiving 
device 40 of Park can communicate with a network base station. Accordingly, the 
rejection of claims 1, 10 and 12-13 as anticipated by Park should be withdrawn. 
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With respect to Ben-Yehezkel et al., Ben-Yehezkel et al. is in "the same field 
of endeavor" as the present invention, since both deal with communication networks 
where WTRUs communicate with base stations. However, neither Ben-Yehezkel et 
al. nor the present invention is in "the same field of endeavor" as Park which relates 
to unidirectional broadcasts. In Park there are no wireless communications which 
can be handed off when a mobile WTRU travels from one network "communication 
area" to another. There is no suggestion in either Park or Ben-Yehezkel et al. to 
combine the non-analogous art teachings of Park with the teachings of Ben- 
Yehezkel et al. For this reason alone, the rejections of claims 2-7, 9, 11, 14-17 and 
19-22 as obvious over Park in view of Ben-Yehezkel et al. and of claims 8 and 18 as 
obvious over Park in view of Ben-Yehezkel et al. and Tsutsumi, should be 
withdrawn. 

Furthermore, neither Ben-Yehezkel et al. nor Park suggest or disclose a 
method or apparatus to provide or display relative position data of at least one 
"preferred communication area" as defined by the claims. As noted above, there is 
no area in which the passive receiving device 40 of Park can communicate with a 
network base station, so Park discloses nothing about the claimed "preferred 
communication areas." More over there is no suggestion in Park to apply its 
teachings to a bidirectional communications network. 
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With respect to Ben-Yehezkel et al, there is also no specific disclosure in 
Ben-Yehezkel et al. of requesting location information about a "preferred 
communication area" as defined by the present specification and claims. There are 
a variety of different services about which a mobile WTRU in accordance with Ben- 
Yehezkel et al. may inquire and the Examiner cites the following disclosure in Ben- 
Yehezkel et al.: 

For example, with regard to traffic reports, the user can request a customized traffic report for the 
area around the vehicle and in the direction of travel along a prespecified route or for a specific 
highway. The user can request the closest point of interest from the current location of the vehicle 
or obtain a list of points of interest in a specific radius of the vehicle's present location. Points of 
interest stored in a destination database are organized into categories and sub-categories. For 
example, category-restaurants, sub-category-Italian; or category-banks, sub-category- 
"Downtown Savings", sub-sub-category- ATM (Automatic Teller Machine), sub-sub-sub- 
category-cash. The user may select a category or sub-category and then request the closest 
location, or alternatively for a list of locations within a specified radius and direction. With regard 
to routing instructions, the user can request routing instructions from the present location of the 
vehicle, computed automatically by the TELETRAC.TM. system, to a destination selected from a 
list or resulting from a Yellow Pages look-up. With regard to emergency services, the user may 
request services and receive acknowledgements using the TELETRAC.TM. transceiver and a 
number of user interface devices. This service also can be provided based on the location of the 
requesting user. 

However, all of these relate to services that are not related to information regarding 
the ability of the mobile unit to communicate with the network. There is no 
disclosure or suggestion of requesting information concerning the location of areas 
wherein the mobile WTRU itself can conduct wireless communications. Moreover, 
there is no suggestion in Ben-Yehezkel et al. to combine any teaching from Park to 
display the relative location of a "preferred communication area" or any other such 
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information as defined by the claims. Accordingly, the obviousness rejections 
should be withdrawn. 

If the Examiner believes that any additional minor formal matters need to be 
addressed in order to place this application in condition for allowance, or that a 
telephone interview will help to materially advance the prosecution of this 
application, the Examiner is invited to contact the undersigned by telephone at the 
Examiner's convenience. 

In view of the foregoing remarks, Applicants respectfully submit that the 
present application, including claims 1-23, is in condition for allowance and a notice 
to that effect is respectfully requested. 



Volpe and Koenig, P.C. 
United Plaza, Suite 1600 
30 South 17th Street 
Philadelphia, PA 19103 
Telephone: (215) 568-6400 
Facsimile: (215) 568-6499 

CFK/djw 



Respectfully submitted, 



Reddy et al. 




C. Frederick Koenig III 
Registration No. 29,662 
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